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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claims 1-4, 6, 8, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Lemelson et al. (US 5,823,788). 

With regard to claim 1, and the limitation of a host computer comprising a 
processor and a memory, wherein the memory stores an interactive program executable 
by the processor, the interactive program accepting a plurality of different operational 
instructions and comprising a plurality of teaching slides, Lemelson et al. disclose an 
instructor base station with a display unit for displaying information to the class (Items 
11 and 14 in Fig. 1; Col. 3: 20-24). The instructor base station is either a computer or a 
microprocessor-controlled base station (Col. 1: 38-43). 

With regard to claim 8, and the limitation of a computer readable memory media 
with an interactive teaching system software program, Lemelson et al. disclose 
computer readable media in the instructor base station (Items 41, 42, 56, 60, 62, in Fig. 
4). The functions of the instructor station are implemented with program code (Col. 6: 
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11-25). Lemelson et al. disclose that the invention is for use with a plurality of students 
(See Fig. 1). 

With regard to claims 1 and 8, and the limitation of operational devices for use 
by the students and outputting an operational instruction to the teaching computer to 
use the interactive learning system, wherein each operational device has a unique ID 
code, and the operational instruction is output with one ID code so that the teaching 
computer is capable of identifying each operational device, Lemelson et al. disclose a 
student communicator device, which the student uses to interact with the learning 
system (Fig. 2; Col. 1: 42-60) Each student input device is provided with an identifier 
code, which identifies which student is interacting with the system (Col. 1: 55-60; Col. 6: 
20-25). 

With regard to the limitation of the host computer comprising a first means for 
displaying a teaching slide, wherein the teaching slide has a plurality of buttons, 
Lemelson et al. disclose that a base station may be used to present for displaying 
instructional material to the entire class (Item 14 in Fig. 1; Col. 3: 20-24). Lemelson et al. 
also disclose the instructor bases station may be used to present true/ false or multiple 
choice questions to the students over a display (Col. 1: 48-56), to which each student 
may respond using an input device comprising keys, with which the student may select 
answers (Col. 1: 48-53). It is noted that Lemelson et al. do not use the term buttons to 
describe the answers or choices presented to the students. However, the applicant's 
specification discloses the buttons on the slide as corresponding to buttons on the 



Application/ Control Number: 10/ 677,226 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3715 

student devices (Items 301-303 in Fig. 11 of the specification). Lemelson et al. disclose 
keys on the student devices, which correspond to the choices presented (Col. 1: 48-50). It 
is asserted that the difference, between keys and buttons, is a semantic difference. 

With regard to the limitation of the host computer comprising a second means 
for allowing at least one operating device to manipulate a process of displaying 
teaching slides so that the operating device can choose buttons from the displayed 
teaching slide, wherein a control manner of allowing at least one operating device to 
manipulate the process of displaying teaching slides includes choosing one operating 
device from multiple devices, Lemelson et al. disclose that the base station may transmit 
to the student stations selectively, so that one of the students stations may individually 
receive questions (Col. 4: 2-22; Item 414 in Fig. 8). Therefore, an instructor may select 
one student device from multiple devices, to answer questions presented. With regard 
to the operating device being able to choose buttons from the displayed teaching slide 
Lemelson et al. disclose that the operating device can choose answers corresponding to 
those being displayed visually (Col. 1: 48-60). 

With regard to the limitation of a third means for accepting the choice made by 
the operating device, Lemelson et al. disclose that the instructor base station receives 
student responses through a communication link transceiver (Col. 7: 38-41; Item 63 in 
Fig. 4). 
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With regard to the limitation of a fourth means for displaying another teaching 
slide after operation of the third means, the instructor base station may be used to pose 
questions to the students visually over a display, as described above (Col. 1: 53-55). 

With regard to claim 2, and the limitation of a connection device, and an 
operating signal output by the operating devices is sent to the connection device and 
then to the host computer, Lemelson et al. disclose a communication link transceiver 
which transmits information to the student devices, and receives input from the student 
devices (Col. 4: 38-41; Item 63 in Fig. 4). 

With regard to claim 3, and the limitation wherein a wireless communication 
device is applied between the connection, device and the operating device, Lemelson et 
al. disclose that the communication between the student device and the instructor base 
station can be in the form of radio waves or infrared signals (Col. 1: 41-48). 

With regard to claim 4, and the limitation wherein a button, used for choosing 
one operating device for assignment to manipulate the process of displaying teaching 
slides, activates the chosen operating device, Lemelson et al. disclose that the instructor 
and student input devices are in key-serial format, such as the keypad 23 in Fig. 2 (Col. 
10: 11-28). Lemelson et al. also disclose that the instructor may selectively choose which 
student is to provide input (Col. 4: 2-8). 

With regard to claims 6 and 10, and the limitation wherein the teaching slides 
include instruction slides and question slides, the teaching slides being used to display 
teaching information and the question slides being used to display questions to test a 
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student's comprehension, Lemelson et al. disclose that a base station may be used to 
present for displaying instructional material to the entire class (Item 14 in Fig. 1; Col. 3: 
20-24). Lemelson et al. also disclose the instructor bases station may be used to present 
true/ false or multiple choice questions to the students over a display (Col. 1: 48-56), to 
which each student may respond using an input device comprising keys, with which 
the student may select answers (Col. 1: 48-53). 

Claim Rejections -35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 5, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Lemelson et al. (US 5,823>788). 

Lemelson et al. disclose the claimed invention except for the specific 

arrangement and/ or content of indicia (printed matter) set forth in the claim(s). It 

would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to include arguments indicating how to cause the operating device 

to control the process of displaying teaching slides (regarding claims 5 and 9), or 
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display buttons corresponding to each operating device (regarding claim 7), since it 
would only depend on the intended use of the assembly and the desired information to 
be displayed. Further, it has been held that when the claimed printed matter is not 
functionally related to the substrate it will not distinguish the invention from the prior 
art in terms of patentability. In re Gulack, 217 USPZ 401, (CAFC 1983). The fact that the 
content of the printed matter placed on the substrate may render the device more 
convenient by providing an individual with a specific type of slide content, such as 
instructions (regarding claim 5), or a display of buttons corresponding to each student 
(regarding claim 7), does not alter the functional relationship. Mere support by the 
substrate for the printed matter is not the kind of functional relationship necessary for 
patentability. Thus there is no novel and unobvious functional relationship between the 
printed matter, e.g. the instructional arguments or display of buttons corresponding to 
students, and the substrate, e.g. the slide display mechanism, which is required for 
patentability. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lemelson et 
al. (US 5,823,788) in view of Griffin et al. (US 4,764,120). Lemelson et al. do not disclose a 
teaching slide which displays a plurality of buttons, each button associated with one 
operating device. Griffin et al. teach a student response system which includes a screen 
display of a seating chart identifying the location and device ID number of each student 
(Fig. 6; Col. 5: 55 - Col. 6: 65). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention to incorporate the teaching of Griffin et al. into the invention 
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of Lemelson et al. in order to display the aforementioned chart so that the instructor 
may ascertain the location and device ID of each student in the class. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Rhodes (US 3,190,014), Sylvester et al. (US 3,199,230), and Derks et al. (US 
6,021,119) disclose teaching aids with student response devices. 

Caldwell et al. (US 5,273,437) disclose an audience participation system, with 
which audience members interact via operational devices. 

Mandelbaum (US 3,731,403) discloses a teaching device which presents question 
slides to a group of students. The students answer the questions using answer selector 
devices. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Crabtree whose telephone number is 571-272-8962. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30, Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P. Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone numbfer for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-directuspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



So 



Joshua D. Crabtree 
July 25, 2006 




